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USURPATION—FOE OF THE CONSTITUTION 


The Communist Worker, November 6, 1960, said that “the weekly Chicago Defender ... sup- 
ports Kennedy mainly because he has committed himself ‘NOT TO WAIT FOR CONGRESS’ but to ‘USE 
HIS EXECUTIVE POWERS’ ” (emphasis ours). Now that Senator Kennedy has been elected as our 
next president, Americans who are concerned about their freedom must recognize the potential dangers 
inherent in this attitude. Such usurpation is in direct opposition to the intent of our Constitution. 


One of the greatest fears of the Founding Fathers of our nation was that the federal govern- 
ment would take power through misconstruction of the Constitution by the Supreme Court. Thomas 
Jefferson expressed this fear on a number of occasions. Once he said, ". . . there is no danger I ap- 
prehend so much as the consolidation of our government by the noiseless, and therefore alarming, 
instrumentality of the Supreme Court.” In 1789, Samuel Adams expressed the fear that “through the 
weakness of the human mind often discovered even in the wisest and best of men... misconstruc- 
tions would be given to the federal Constitution ... and hazard the liberty, independence and hap- 
piness of the people.” He went on to say that unless great care was taken in administering the Con- 
stitution, it would gradually “run into a consolidated government pervading and legislating through 
all the states” and that “such a government would totally annihilate the sovereignty of the several 
states...” 


The basic principle of the government established by our Founding Fathers was the principle of 
limited government, a new idea never before tried or even thought of by the people of another nation as 
a fundamental principle of government. Our original states were separate and independent nations. In 
adopting the Constitution their big concern was that they did not surrender their independence. They 
did not turn their right to rule themselves over to the President, the Supreme Court, or the Congress. 
They delegated certain limited powers to the federal government, and only those limited powers. All 
powers not specifically delegated to the federal government were reserved by the states or the people 
for themselves. 


The Constitution does not change with time, but only by the method of amendment described 
in Article Five of the Constitution. This issue was explained quite clearly in a 1905 Supreme Court 





decision, case of South Carolina vs. the United States. 
The Court said: “The Constitution is a written instru- 
ment. As such, its meaning does not alter. That which 
it meant when adopted, it means now... Those things 
which are within its grants of power, as those grants 
were understood when made, are still within them, and 
those things not within them remain still excluded. 
This was said by Chief Justice Taney, in Dred Scott vs. 
Sandford ... ‘Any other rule of construction would 
abrogate the judicial character of this court, and make 
it the mere reflex of the popular opinion or passion 
of the day.’” 


Article Five of the Constitution explains the con- 
stitutional method of amending it. An amendment to 
the Constitution requires ratification by three-fourths of 
the states and two-thirds of both houses of Congress. 


However, this method is too slow for those who 
feel the Constitutional form of government left us by 
our Founding Fathers is outmoded and obsolete. Their 
attitude was explained bluntly by Justice William O. 
Douglas in a speech during 1949. He said: “Jt must 
be remembered that the process of constitutional amend- 
ment is a long and slow one.” 


To this we agree. It was purposely made this way. 
The people, should they desire, could vote away their 
rights, but no power in the federal government was 
meant to have the power to take these rights away, 
including the Supreme Court. Outside of the proper 


constitutional amendment, there is only one other way 
to change the meaning of the Constitution. THAT IS 
THROUGH USURPATION. 


Our first President, George Washington, warned of 
this danger in his farewell address. We quote: “.. . the 
constitution which at any time exists, until changed by 
an explicit and authentic act of the whole people, is 
sacredly obligatory upon all.” He went on to warn of 
the danger of substituting the will of a “small but artful 
and enterprising minority” for the delegated will of the 
nation. “However combinations or associations of the 
above description may now and then answer the popu- 
lar ends, they are likely, in the course of time and things, 
to become potent engines, by which cunning, ambitious, 
and unprincipled men, will be enabled to subvert the 
power of the people, and to usurp for themselves the 
reins of government; destroying afterwards the very 
engines which have lifted them to unjust domination.” 


Could it be that George Washington had a pro- 
phetic insight into 1960? Could he forsee that our 
brainwashed generation today would be convinced that 
the Supreme Court, the Congress or the President have 
the right to take away any rights of the states they wish 
to take? Somehow, we have been convinced that the 
politically appointed Supreme Court knows more about 
the meaning of the Constitution than those who wrote 
it. 
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One of the chief points of justification used by those 
who have promoted federal control under the guise of 
“federal aid” is the clause “promote the general wel- 
fare” in the Preamble to the Constitution. They claim 
that this gives them the power to go in and “aid” the 
states and the people. Actually, there is no grant of 
power in the Preamble, but it is all granted in the body 
of the Constitution itself. Until the New Deal Court 
started its policy of reverse interpretation of former rul- 
ings in 1937, this fact was recognized by the United 
States Supreme Courts ever since the adoption of the 
Constitution. In 1905, the Supreme Court said that the 
Preamble had “never been regarded as the source of 
any substantive power” granted to the federal govern- 
ment. Even as late as 1936 the Supreme Court said: 
“The proposition often advanced ... that Congress, en- 
tirely apart from those powers delegated by the Con- 
stitution, may enact laws to promote the general wel- 
fare, have never been accepted but always definitely 
rejected by this court.” 


Americans are convinced today that there is no limit 
to the extent our nation can move in this direction. We 
are quite unaware of, and unconcerned over, the con- 
tinuous usurpation of power which is changing our 
form of government. Eventually, we will wake up and 
find that our freedoms have vanished. We are setting 
the stage for Communist conspirators to step in and 
take over our government. ‘Since all the power will be 
vested in the federal government, we will be powerless 
to resist. There will be no rights to defend. 


It is time America was moved to its knees asking 
God’s protection over the freedom we have so long en- 
joyed here. But with this supplication must be a will- 
ingness to inform ourselves on these issues and then 
politically defend them at the grass roots level. 44 
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LIGENCE DIGEST 





Major General C. A. Willoughby, U.S.A. Ret. Washington Representative for 
Christian Crusade; Chief of Intelligence for Gen. Douglas MacArthur, 1939-51; 
Attache American Embassies in Venezuela, Colombia and Ecuador; writer, 


lecturer, publisher. 


GENERAL TWINING: VALEDICTORY OF A CHIEF OF STAFF 


The chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff (the 
J.C.S., the most important agency in the Department 
of Defense) General Nathan F. Twining, made some 
important statements on the occasion of his retirement 
—the valedictory of an official of the highest rank. 
We regret to report that there was nothing optimistic 
about his views. The quality of information, i.e., for- 
eign intelligence available to the J.C.S., marks his state- 
ments as of the utmost importance to the security of 
this nation. Twining has had a distinguished career. 
He is known among his associates as on the conserva- 
tive rather than the flamboyant side. There is no point 
in “gilding the lily” with semantic glossaries. There is 
most valuable meat in every ounce of his statements, 
viz: 

The Communist Threat: “. . . Communism is the 
most serious challenge directed at us in all history, 
reaching across the entire spectrum of organized human 
effort. A nuclear world is not a comfortable world but 
is preferable, in my thinking, to a communized world. 
Knowing what I know, (intelligence information) I 
could not in simple honesty assure you that our future 
freedom is guaranteed. We have had Krushchev and 
his cronies on our front doorsteps for the past week and 
it is plain that they can stir up trouble. This country 
faces a period of prolonged crisis which could last for 
years and is too vast, too deadly, for compromise . . .” 


American Diplomats Abroad: . This is a time 
for toughmindedness for the military, the civilian au- 
thorities, American business and the American public 
... America needs to assert its own interest even when 
Allies do not fully agree . . . The people we send 
abroad to represent us (State Department) should not 
be judged by how well they get along (although that 
is important) but on how tenaciously they defend the 
American interests. Being loved is an unrealistic al- 
ternative. It is enough to be respected. A man in this 
business has to be toughminded. We shall undoubted- 
ly encounter situations in which the United States will 
have to follow courses that are momentarily unpopular 
both abroad and at home. It sometimes takes more 
courage to be firm with a friend than with an enemy. . .” 


« 


Notes on Alliances: . Alliances are not perfect 
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instruments. Care must be exercised that the capacity 
of the more powerful member, for independent and 
perhaps decisive action, is not lost. Hence, the need for 
being toughminded. Our alliances, by and large, have 
not yet achieved anything like their full potential for 
common action. Those nations which can, must do 
more... 


This is an old Twining theme. It has been muted 
for several years, but it blew up explosively during an 
almost routine meeting of the N.A.T.O. Military Com- 
mittee in Paris in December 1959. It dealt with the 
relative contribution, in numbers of ready divisions, by 
our Allies along the crucial front: Denmark-Berlin- 
Switzerland. A collateral factor was de Gaulle’s intran- 
sigence in permitting nuclear bombers to operate from 
French fields. He insisted (then and now) on com- 
mand participation before using the bombs — a highly 
controversial point of inter-Allied relationship. 


We insert at this point, a map of Allied and Rus- 


sian troop dispositions, as of 1959, with certain inescap- 
able conclusions, 
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Map 1. Mid-Europe: Cold War Line-Up. 
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(Legend for Map 1) 

Allied and Soviet satellite troops face each other in the critical 
Mid-European area. These are ready divisions, triggered for action — 
except the American contingent which is handicapped by women and 
children,+as in Korea, representing a burden for protection or re- 
moval when the shooting starts. The Berlin sector, an enclave in Red 
territory, is especially vulnerable. 


Note that the Allied divisions are dispersed: Greek or Italian 
units can hardly intervene along the Rhine. They will have their hands 
full along their own frontiers. As of 1959, the cards are heavily 
stacked in favor of the Soviets. The current ratio in strength is one 
to three against the Allies. 


In terms of mutual security, mutual aid, foreign aid (and other 
dishonest cliches designed to sugarcoat a bitter tax bill), the expendi- 
ture of approximately $25 billion (military items) in 14 years has 
only resulted in tactical and eo failure, bordering on capitula- 
tion: “A ground war is unthinkable . 


The critical front ‘iiceiiebininamesl) has produced only 15 
to 16 ready divisions, exclusive of the American contingent; this is 
the Eisenhower-Gruenther-Norstad “shield” or “trip wire.” In com- 
parison, from 1945-1956 the Far East developed four times the num- 
ber of ready divisions (67) than Mid-Europe (16) at half the cumula- 
tive cost, and for 1956-1957 at approximately one-eighth the unit cost 
per division. 





We covered the main features of the general prob- 
lem in previous issues of the “Christian Crusade Maga- 
zine,” viz: November 1959, January-March and April 
1960. Briefly, Twining held that the “shield,” 1e., the 
defense forces along the Mid-European front, were 
inadequate. 


Against the background of the situation in Mid- 
Europe (not to mention other fronts held by the United 
States, with variable support by local forces), Twining 
minced no words in delineating the problems of de- 
fense and survival of the West, i.e., specifically the 
United States, viz: 


The Russo-American Conflict: . Our national 
objective must remain clear. It is to develop and hold 
power sufficient to win in all aspects of military strug- 
gle, all-out or limited. Nothing less will do . . . The 
American capability for decisive war-winning response 
to any attack must be kept sure, whatever the costs. 
It is the only reliable guarantee of peace. Forces that 
cannot win, will not deter.” (This is the MacArthur 
formula: There is no substitute for Victory.) 


“We must at all times place our military emphasis 
on the clear, unequivocal United States ability to des- 
troy Russia and China, if we are attacked. That is the 
best deterrent to all forms of Communist aggression. 


“We now can destroy Russia and China, if we are 
attacked, and the Communist leaders know it. They 
know that even if they launched a surprise attack, they 
would bring down certain destruction on their own 
heads...” 


Your editor had occasion to testify before certain 
Congressional Committees. We felt that our own mili- 
tary experience of 15 years under the command of 
General MacArthur (who can hardly be challenged as 
the outstanding commander in the field, in recent 
years) would justify certain reflections. We grant that 
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the retaliatory power of our Strategic Air Command 
(S.A.C.) is sufficient to deliver a devastating atomic 
blow at Russia — provided our bases are not blasted 
out of existence in a sneak missile attack from Russian 
bases in Czechoslovakia, East Prussia and Hungary. We 
are on the record as “never to be the first to open a 
nuclear attack.” If the Russians take us at our word, 
they have sufficient strength available, in conventional 
forces, to probably overrun our forward positions in 
Mid-Europe. The discrepancy in conventional forces is 
too marked to speculate on any favorable outcome. 
Map 2 (below) follows the pattern of Map 1, “Cold 
War Line-up — Mid-Europe,” and portrays a threaten- 
ing strategical potential if war should break out over 
Berlin or any other risky situation which the Russians 
are expert in creating. 
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Map 2. 
The Russian Assault: Denmark-Berlin-Switzerland 


Map 2 is a “transparent” placed over a base plate (Map 1: ‘“‘Mid- 
Europe: Cold War Line-Up”) in order to simplify details or to em- 
phasize major points —in this case, the relative strength of the op- 
ponents now ranged along the front (Denmark-Berlin-Switzerland) , 
the vulnerable NATO front. The Russian “objective” is the penetra- 
tion of that front. Note the numbers of Allied and Russian divisions, 
their groupings for attack and defense. 

Once the front — Denmark-Berlin-Switzerland — is pierced, there 
are no sizeable forces in central France (due to the bulk of first-line 
French troops currently employed in Algiers). There is a military 
vacuum until the line of the Pyrenees and the fresh divisions of the 
Spanish Army — the only Army in Europe that defeated the Kremlin 
in open battle (1936-1939). Thus Spain — maligned, harassed and 
persecuted by the fellow traveling press of the West — may yet be- 
coine the last refuge for the retreating columns of NATO. 

From Spain, i.e. the Iberian Peninsula including Portugal, a 
counter offensive is eventually possible, following the pattern of the 
Normandy landing and paralleling a similar situation in Wellington’s 

campaign and the ultimate defeat of Napolean I who had overrun 
Western Europe — just as the Soviet Russian- Mongoloid hordes may 
conceivably overrun NATO (Oswald Spengler’s ‘ ‘fading West’). As 
regards the air factor, the “massive nuclear deterrent” is approaching 
parity as between wee and, in the end, represents a negative 
“balance of terror” .. . and who will pick up the pieces? 


NOVEMBER 18, 1960 
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THE UNITED NATIONS — 
KRUSHCHEV’S PHONY NEUTRALS 


Weeks prior to Krushchev’s appearance in the 
U.N., “Pravda,” the chief news organ of Russia’s Com- 
munist Party gave a clue (as on many other occasions ) 
on the strategy and purpose of that disturbing invasion. 
It was a case of simple arithmetic. At the time of its 
founding (1945) the U.N. was made up of 51 coun- 
tries. Adhesion to the West was strong, though often 
depending on reliable Latin-British votes, like Trujillo’s 
of the Dominican Republic, Batista’s of Cuba and 
Jimenez of Venezuela. These staunch friends of the 
West have been disposed of (without a struggle) by 
intra-mural intriguers (in Washington) and brain 
washers (in New York) who befuddled the American 
public. 

Without regard to moral or fiscal qualifications, 
new “nations” have been poured into this organi- 
zation, to a total of 82 (as of 1959) to be increased 
by the addition of 15 African States, many of them 
most primitive, others already in the grip of political 
usurpers with Communist background, like Guinea and 
Ghana. 


“Pravda” openly speculated on the resulting shift 
in voting balance that will outnumber any possible 
Western combination. The Russians anticipate a 
“neutral bloc” in which neutralism is a synonym for 
Marxist-Communist practices and ultimate collabora- 
tion with Russia. This trend is in full swing today. 
The U.N. Secretary General, not given to careless ad- 
missions or loose talk, has defined the resulting prob- 
lem: 


“,.. Increase in membership in the U.N., with 
short independence experience in international 
politics, leads to doubt that the General Assembly 
and its Committees can work expeditiously or re- 
flect considered world opinion . . . Widespread 
membership may tend to lengthen debates and 
make Assembly proceedings too cumbersome . . .” 


This frank admission becomes ominous, considering 
the interpretation placed on a recent semi-official state- 
ment in Washington, that seems to practically subordi- 
nate American foreign policy as “an arm” of the U.N. 
and imply an acceptance of “a third force of neutral- 
ism,” without regard to qualification. This is a far cry 
from Secretary Dulles’ position which viewed all neu- 
tralism as a political weakness. It is perhaps fortunate 
that the volatile character of the U.N., as an institution, 
is being exposed by Krushchev and his satellites. Fif- 
teen or more dictators have held the limelight. These 
tyrants have been given extensive news and television 
coverage but there was no “equal time” for the spokes- 
men of the free world. The table pounding of the 
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Communist bloc was indicative of their contempt for 
human rights and an arrogant determination to per- 
petuate the bondage of millions of human beings who 
were parleyed behind the iron curtain—from Indo- 
nesia to Cuba, from Esthonia to Montengro. The whole 
United Nations performance is an index of governmen- 
tal hypocrisy on a shocking scale. Except for the ad- 
dress of McMillan (who did not go far enough), the 
West remained practically silent. The Assembly vote 
to examine “Colonialism” is a disgrace. It is aimed at 
the West, but nothing was said about the barbarous 
oppression in the Russian slave colonies in Hungary, 
in the Ukraine, in Poland and in East Germany, or the 
ant-like “communes” of Red China and the mass execu- 
tions of Castro. Krushchev is permitted to accuse the 
West of “interference in Africa” when his own hench- 
men have sent weapons and planes into the Congo to 
contravene U.N. peace efforts. Officially, these matters 
were soft-pedalled. Even the courageous protests of 
demonstrators in the streets were muzzled by police 
clubbings and arrests. 
(Continued on Page 6) 








IN THE UNITED NATIONS ARENA 





A“ = 


< 
The Internetional Punching-3eg 


2. , N. M. 





The European Press are shrewd observers of the American land- 
scape. This cartoon, inspired by Krushchev’s sinister antics in the 
United Nations Forum, is typical of their reactions. While we think 
that international humour is better than international gloom, we are 
constrained to observe that Krushchev was able to take a crack at 
Eisenhower and the White House largely because of the failure of 
free Europe to arm adequately, since 1945. On the crucial line, i.e., 
Denmark-Berlin-Switzerland, the West has come up with exactly 16 
Divisions when they used to turn out, in the same governmental 
areas, (in time of peace) approximately 90 Divisions. The Russian 
and Satellite nations have assembled between 55/65 Divisions. We 
have not included 5 American Divisions — but then are 175 Million 
Americans perpetually required to defend 240,000,000 Europeans? 
Small wonder that the U.S. has become the punching bag of the 
Kremlin. 
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The West has been thoroughly demoralized by 
Communist tactics of confusion. Nasser, Nkrumah, 
Sekoue Toure, Castro and Tito were not only 
allowed to posture, unchallenged and unopposed, 
as “neutrals,” but that false image was projected in 
every medium of mass communications. The Soviet 
design to establish a Communist base in the rich heart 
of Africa has had the support of Egypt, Ghana and 
Guinea. Ghanaian troops have openly intervened in 
protection of Lumumba, obviously a Russian stooge. 
Colonel Mobutu has filed damaging documents with 
the U.N. Lumumba even appealed to Peiping for “mili- 
tary volunteers” (a parallel to Korea? ). Chou-En-Lai 
offered Lumumba financial help, starting with a mil- 
lion pounds of sterling. Red Chinese are operating in 
Cuba today, why not in Africa? 


This is all part of a sinister pattern of conspiracy. 
It should have been evident to the West that Africa 
was a Red target and that consequently it should 
have entered the realm of Western defense at an 
early period. Yet, it was only de Gaulle that saw 
the menace on the horizon and attempted to estab- 
lish some unity of strategy, to expand the sphere 
of N.A.T.O. to include Africa, only to be ignored 
and rebuffed. The fall of Africa will expose the 
Mediterranean flank of N.A.T.O. and accelerate the 
fall of Europe. In refusing to face up to the nature 
of the conspiracy against Africa, the West betrays not 
only its own interest, but that of the African people. 
Nkruma, Nasser and Sekoue have long labored in se- 
crecy (and now in the open) to establish, fortify and 
extend the beachhead of Communism on the African 
continent. Their pose of neutrality is a transparent 
fraud; they are militant, dedicated, fanatic agents of the 
Moscow-Peiping Axis. 44 
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NKRUMAH: 
Mouthpiece of the Kremlin 


One of the more dramatic side-shows staged in the 
Kremlin “Circus” in the United Nations, was the ap- 
pearance of Nkrumah of Ghana, a political opportun- 
ist who has aspired to the leadership of all Africa for 
some time. His florid oration in the U.N. can best be 
described as a “mouthpiece of the Kremlin.” He rants 
about the Belgian Congo without the slightest refer- 
ence to mutinous rapists. His shrewdly conceived rec- 
ommendations were to take command of the U.N. 
forces and restore Lumumba. This ex-jailbird has amply 
demonstrated that he is a cunning conspirator foster- 
ing Kremlin designs. When this factor is thoroughly 
digested, we can better understand the current role of 
Ghana and its “leader.” 

The farce now being played in New York City has 
sinister undertones. Both Krushchev and Nkrumah 
strut about the global stage, vilifying the West, 
the U.N. and Hammarskjold when both have been 
busy secretly subverting the very U.N. resolutions 
and purposes on the Congo which they were pledged 
to support. This “double-cross” is understandable 
with the Kremlin which has entered fifty-two sol- 
emn International agreements in the past, only to break | 
all but two. Intrigue on that scale is probably new to 
Ghana but the Kremlin has evidently found an apt 
pupil in deception who is willing and able to learn. 

Nkrumah is a British trained socialist and a Fabian 
“welfare-state” product. Impartial observers have long 
known that both Ghana and Guinea are potential 
Kremlin bases. Mobutu’s military coup d’etat unearthed 
very damaging documents that should lead to the re- 
moval of Ghanaian forces. In anticipation of Lumum- 
ba’s triumph, a horde of 2000 Soviets and Czech per- 
sonnel (agents) poured into the Congo to take over 
all key positions. This invasion was made possible 
through the diplomatic aid of Ghana and its Embassy 
in Moscow which issued an average of 500 “visas” a 
week. As events turned against the schizophrenic em- 
bezzler, Ghanaian troops were ordered to protect Lu- 
mumba in open defiance of United Nations orders. 
This will eventually become public knowledge (though 
it is suppressed at the moment). After Nkrumah’s red- 
tinged speech, Mr. Herter publicly denounced him as 
a Communist stooge—a quite accurate description. The 
anti-climatic twist, however, is that the Secretary must 
have known of Nkrumah’s antecedents and should have 
advised the President against receiving this Red agi- 
tator, thus adding to his New York prestige. 44 





America’s hope for tomorrow 
is an informed nation today. 
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WOMAN'S RIGHTS — 
COMMUNIST STYLE 


As a prelude to this article, we want to quote from 
the “Soviet Directive For Provocation” which was 
printed in “Inform,” Sept. 13, 1958. The official Com- 
munist directive said, “Where no local reasons for clash- 
es... exist, create such clashes by organizing provoca- 
tion... Keep... creating new trouble, with or with- 
out reason.” 


The members of the U.S. Communist Party are 
following this directive to the letter, especially in their 
publications “The Worker” and “Political Affairs.” 


The March 1960 issue of Political Affairs contains 
an article entitled, “The Golden Jubilee of International 
Women’s Day” by Elizabeth Gurley Flynn. Character- 
istic of the Communists’ distorted reporting and propa- 
ganda, the author blasts away at the deplorable slavery 
of women in the U.S. and eulogizes conditions in Red 
dominated lands. However pleasing her glib phrase- 
ology may appear on the surface, it loses all semblance 
of truth in the light of fact. 


Bemoaning the high female employment figures in 
the U.S., the article tells us that, of the 674 million 
employed, one third are women. It also states that, of 
these 22 million women workers, 35 %, or slightly over 
7.5 million, are also homemakers. It adds, “Working 
outside the home is a necessity, not a choice, with these 
women. With the high cost of living, increased taxation 
and the desire to give their children a proper education, 
mothers are forced to augment the family income.” 
Note that nothing is said about our nation having the 
highest living standard in the world, nor is credit given 
to the system of free enterprise which not only created 
the jobs for these women, but also gives them the privi- 
lege to select the job they want. Dividing the 7.5 mil- 
lion working mothers into the total work force of 67.5 
million makes a total of only about 10% of our total 
laborors being wives and mothers. 


Author Flynn called her own hand a little further 
in the article when she says, “In a recent speech... (a 
representative of the Soviet Union) spoke with pride 
of the new Soviet woman. Forty-five per-cent of the 
industrial workers are women, 85% of the health serv- 
ice and 69% of the educational system are women.” 
While condemning the U.S. for an economy which 
forces (?) women to work, she admits that the rate of 
women employees is overwhelmingly higher in the 
Soviet Union. 


Winding up her calculated distortion, the author 
suggests the ultimate in slavery as the solution to the 
American Woman’s ills. We quote, “Al] the modern 
mechanical improvements made possible by electricity, 
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can help to emancipate women if they are used in a 
COMMUNAL WAY and not to continue the home as 
a glorified and glamorized workshop.” 


Let’s look at the commune such as Elizabeth Gurly 
Flynn would urge upon us. Chiang Kai-shek said on 
January 1, 1959, the commune is “the creation of a 
slave system unprecedented in human history. Under 
this system not only are all the private properties of the 
people confiscated, but family life and ethical concepts 
are destroyed as well... In fact, it is nothing short of 
hell itself.” The Communist publication, China Youth 
News of Peiping, Sept. 27, 1958, said, “One can no 
longer see the phenomenon in which each family cooks 
and rears its children. The frames of individual famil- 
ies which had existed for thousands of years have been 
completely smashed.” 


Author Flynn continues in her article, “The care of 
mother and child is now a social responsibility freeing 
her from dependence upon individual men, either father 
or husband.” Of course she does not mention that the 
woman is free then, to slave in the fields, mines or fac- 
tories along-side the men and the children. 


According to the Free China Review, “The people, 
no longer having families ... take shelter in the com- 
munes’ dormitories for collective living. The dormi- 
tories are hardly better than prison cells, except for the 
absence of steel bars. Usually, people sleep in a stable- 
like house, with a dozen members or more sharing a 
big wooden platform, which is their bed. Women live 
in their own dormitories of much the same conditions. 
Seldom are man and wife permitted to stay together 
except on a Saturday night every few weeks.” The arti- 
cle points out also, that every able bodied person is 
made a soldier. Women take military training as re- 
servists. Even the children drill with wooden rifles. 


Three Chinese women, living near Peiping, wrote 
of their life in the commune which was reported in the 
November 6, 1958 issue of the Communist “Ta Kung 
Pao.” We quote in part: “In our company, we women 
come out 100% to join the labor.” (They had no 
choice. Ed.) Mrs. Pai Chin-ji, who had 6 children and 
an 86 year old sick mother, was made a squad leader 
of the labor force, “thanks to the mess hall and nursery. 
We all eat at mess hall, and right after the meal we go 
down to the field and work hard. After a whole day 
of labor, we go on for ‘night battle’ (til after midnight) 
.. This time we women are truly and thoroughly liber- 
ated.” (This is liberation? Ed.) 


Another derrogatory quote about America from the 
Political Affairs article is, “. . . It would be safe to say 
that one third of the nation are still not adequately 
housed, fed, clothed and cared for in sickness. Hardest 
hit are women and children.” It may be safe to say 
this on the pages of Communist publications where any- 
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thing may be said if it will advance the cause of Inter- 
national Communism, but to anyone who has traveled 
to a foreign land and compared it with the U.S., the 
statement is unfounded. What is ‘adequate?’ Are the 
communal barracks of Red China adequate? 


According to a Time Magazine, May 16, 1960 
article on the flight of refugees from the Chinese com- 
munes, the system starved the people rather than fat- 
tening them. We quote, “Among the refugees were 
nursing mothers, who had fled in desperation when 
they found that their starved breasts could not produce 

. enough milk to keep their babies alive under the meager 
diet allowed them in Mao’s communes. From one com- 
mune came reports that 50% OF THE CHILDREN 
HAD DIED OF MALNUTRITION.” Is this what 
Elizabeth Flynn would call adequate? 


Though it is true that some of our poor do not 
have adequate clothing in winter, there are hundreds 
of relief agencies set up across the nation which do 
much to meet the problem. However, in the socialistic 
system of the commune, if you are without, you stay 
without. The Reader’s Digest, March 1959, in an arti- 
cle entitled, “The Nightmare Life In China's Com- 
munes,” quoted a refugee as saying, “There was never 
enough to eat... As winter came near, commune mem- 
bers shivered in cotton jackets. Commune bosses prom- 
ised winter uniforms but in November they had not 
come.” 


Waxing eloquent, author Flynn urges peace — 
Communist style — when she says, “Women, with very 
few exceptions, are ardently for peace. It is the over-all 
issue for 1960, dearest to the hearts of women.” (See 
The WEEKLY CRUSADER Vol. 1 No. 2) Before ac- 
cepting her peace proposal we will do well to see what 
kind of peace the Communists have given people in 
areas where Communism has fulfilled its highest am- 
bitions — the communization of the masses. 


The above quoted Reader’s Digest article tells of a 
refugee fisherman named Kwei Pai-sin, and the experi- 
ence he, his wife and children had with the commune 
system. The article states, “For Kwei, the most terrible 
blow came when he was ordered to deliver his children 
to the commune nursery ... His wife wept bitterly and 
threatened to kill herself. When she delayed delivery 
of the children, a woman official came to the boat, gave 
her a severe tongue-lashing and took the wailing chil- 
dren away. For a few weeks Kwei and his wife were 
allowed to go to the nursery once a week, then that 
privilege was denied them. After that, Kwei’s wife 
seldom stopped weeping.” After again gaining cus- 
tody of his children because of a severe illness they de- 
veloped in the commune nursery, Kwei miraculously 
escaped with his family to safety. Commenting on his 
life in free Macao, Kwei said, “We eat and laugh and 
bless our good luck. My wife sings all the time and 
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the children play. Sometime I will go to Formosa and 
become a fisherman again.” 


Kwei and his family are the more fortunate ones. 
In Red China there are still over 600 million slaves of 
the most degrading system ever devised by Satan’s emis- 
sarries. We in the free world dare not rest until they, 
too, are free. 


In his Communist Manifesto, Karl Marx said, “Do 
you charge us with wanting to stop the exploitation of 
children by their parents? To this crime we plead 
guilty.” The right and privilege to raise, train and in- 
fluence our children according to the dictates of our 
conscience is what Marx calls “exploitation.”” Comment- 
ing on the communes, the Free China Review said, “The 
nurseries and kindergartens and boarding schools insure 
that the children are brought up by the state and there- 
fore free from any influence of their parents.” 


Communist Flynn makes one more glorious state- 
ment in her effort to agitate the American woman into 
a state of discontent. She says, “We women in capitalist 
countries cannot afford to be complacent about our 
progress. We face many evils which are absent in so- 
cialist countries and which we must deal with in our 
country, such as juvenile delinquency, child labor, drug 
addiction, mental disorders and prostitution. All of 
these are by-products of an exploitive profit system of 
society.” 


We can agree that there is room for improvement 
in the areas mentioned above. However, we must also 
remember that no nation has made greater progress 
along these lines than the United States. This distortion 
sounds strangely reminiscent of recent presidential cam- 
paign speeches where an effort was made to create mal- 
content by presenting a dishonest picture. 


Again, the best answer to writer Flynn’s remarks 
come from another refugee from the system which she 
would foist upon us. In the Reader’s Digest article, 
author James Bell asked refugee Tong Nan-liang what 
life had been like before the Communists took over. 
“We were poor and we had bad times,” he said. “But 
there was usually enough to eat. Even if you starved 
you were with your family, people who loved you. Now 
that is all gone.” 


The American woman, the most honored, loved 
and respected; the woman with the most rights and 
privileges; the woman with the most money, freedom 
and conveniences of any woman in the world; is about 
to be “liberated” by one of the most degrading, in- 
human, depraved systems ever devised. Now is the time 
for every woman who values her home, the love and 
happiness of her husband and children and her privacy 
and self respect, to let her voice be heard in protecting 
our freedoms and the abolition of tyrannical Commun- 
ist slavery. 44 


NOVEMBER 18, 1960 
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